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LEARNING OBJECTIVES

School Facility Safety Inspections & Maintenance
Programs

Ten-Year Facility Planning

Reviewing requirements of “No Child Left Behind” in
regards to demonstrating School Safety.

Reviewing Effective Planning — 9 keys to effective safety &
security plans

Actual Safety features — 8 items built into an Idaho
School

Use, design & costs of roundabouts for safe school traffic
flow
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SCHOOL FACILITIES REQUIRE
CONTINUED UPKEEP & UPDATING

Effective school facilities are responsive to the
educational changes and growing safety
concerns

School facilities are an integral component of
the conditions of learning, which should not be
hindered by the addition of well-planned safety
features

Educational facilities are becoming increasingly
specialized and safety needs are important
considerations
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SCHOOL FACILITY SAFETY
INSPECTIONS

School safety & educational practices
requires continued upkeep and updates

Annual safety inspections
Response to annual safety inspections
Action on the annual safety

inspection recommendations
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ANNUAL SAFETY INSPECTIONS

Building administrators, faculty, staff and
maintenance personnel should be trained
to watch for safety hazards continually

Prior to annual safety inspections, a walk-
through of each building should occur for
any new safety concerns present &
correction of known violations

During the safety inspection take notes
about concerns voiced by the inspector
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RESPONSES TO ANNUAL
SAFETY INSPECTIONS

Address each recommendation with a date
of compliance or the reason for non-
compliance (funding, equipment no longer
in use)

Prior to submission of the DBS report

responses, present it to the
School Board for approval \{

RECOMMENDED
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ACTION ON THE ANNUAL SAFETY
INSPECTION RECOMMENDATIONS

Follow up on recommendation(s) with the
Director of Maintenance

Follow up with the building administrators on
the report and the responses

Building administrators follow-up with the
party responsible for addressing the
concern(s) for completion

Remember effective school maintenance
protects capital investment, ensures the health
| safety of our students and enhances
educational performance.
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TEN-YEAR PLAN PURPOSE

Effective school maintenance protects the District’s
capitol investment, ensures the health and safety of
the students and support the overall educational
performance of the entire School District.

As ldaho’s school buildings age —they face the
growing challenge of maintaining school facilities at
an appropriate level, which enables the staff to meet
the educational needs of their 21st century leaders.

The ten-year plan includes the construction of new
facilities, renovation of the existing schools and the
purchase of portable classrooms — all of which
supports contemporary instructional practices.

(Complete plan available on the-ldaho Division of Building Safety website:
http://dbs.idaho.gov/programs/schooll/index.html)
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TEN-YEAR PLAN ELEMENTS
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MIDDLETON SCHOOL DISTRICT #134 ACTUAL ENROLLMENT
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*(2007-08 was the opening of Vision Charter - loss of approx. 120 students)

(data fromend of Ist report per)

Academy SchoolIncluded. Preschoolnotincluded.

Projected enrollment was calculated using an annual growth factor

of +3.0 all grades
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BUILDING CONDITION EVALUATION FORM
| Middleton | School District | Heights Ele.  |School Name | 102 | Building Number
RATINGS
GOOD FAIR POOR | UNSAT.
COMPONENTS SYSTEMS o [ @ [ ® [ @ COMMENTS
1.0 Exterior Building Condition 1.1 Foundation/Structure +12 +8 +6 +4
1.2 Walls +8 +5 +3 +1
Good Condition 1.3 Roof +7 +5 +2 0
Component Score = 30 1.4 Windows/Doors +2 +1 0 0
1.5 Trim +2 +1 0 0
2.0 Interior Building Condition 2.1 Floors +8 +5 +2 0
2.2 Walls +8 +5 +1 0
Good Condition 2.3 Ceilings +5 +3 +1 0
Component Score = 23 2.4 Fixed Equipment +2 +1 0 0
3.0 Mechanical Systems Condition 3.1 Electrical +6 +4 +2 0
3.2 Plumbing +4 +2 +1 0
Fair Condition 3.3 Heating +6 +4 +2 +1
Component Score = 22 3.4 Cooling +6 +4 +2 +1
3.5 Lighting +4 +3 +2 0
4.0 Safety/Building Code 4.1 Means of Exit +6 +4 +2 0
4.2 Fire Control Capability +4 +3 +2 +1
Good Condidtion 4.3 Fire Alarm System +4 +3 +2 +1
Component Score = 19 4.4 Emergency Lighting +2 +1 0 0
4.5 Fire Resistance +4 +3 +2 +1
Unadjusted | Adjusted
- Score Score
Good Condition TtoTaL conprmion scores | 84 | 10 | O 0 94 | 94
5.0 Provisions for Handicap Accessibility YES NO
6.0 Functional Adaptability GOOD FAIR POOR UNSAT.
7.0 Suitability of Space |EXCEL GOOD FAIR POOR UNSAT.
| Rich Bauscher | Evaluator Name | November-2009 |Date 1987 |Year Built 45,136 Total Sq. Ft:
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BUILDING CONDITIONS

Below are the total calculations that combine the five school BCEFs'. The totals are
then divided over ten years to balance out revenue vs expenditures (in compliance with

HB 743).

Schools
Heights

Mill Creek
Purple Sage
Middle School
High School
Totals

Ten Year Plan
*Five Year Plan

BCEF Upgrade Costs

94 $270,800

94 $367,440

96 $258,000

80 $884,000

99 $93,600

463 Ave. 93 $1,874,040

$1,874,040/10 = $187,400
$1,874,000./ 5 = $374,808
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PARENTAL SAFETY CHECKLIST

Is student safety a priority for your District?

Is there access to reports that include information
about violent or unsafe incidents!?

Are there procedures for responding quickly to
unsafe situations?

Is the District addressing ways to prevent as well as
respond to crises!?

Are all District employees, parents, students and the
community involved in these efforts!?

Are school facilities attractive and hazard-free!?

Is safety addressed in all aspects of the school
programs/?

(Parental questions - excerpt from Family Education)
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BALANCING STUDENTS PRIVACY &
SCHOOL SAFETY

School officials are asked to balance the
interests of safety and privacy for each student

Health or safety emergency

Law enforcement unit records
Security videos

Personal knowledge or observation

Transfer of Education Records
(from FERPA)
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NO CHILD LEFT BEHIND

Preventing and
mitigating
risks

Resolving school
safety concerns

Protecting
and keeping
students

Parents, citizens and
lawmakers are demanding
to know what our
schools are doing to
provide for the safety of
the children. Schools are
now charged with
providing safe schools or
they risk being identified
as “‘persistently
dangerous” in accordance
with the No Child Left
Behind Act.
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NSSC — KEY FACTORS

During an
assessment, key
factors are
examined to
ascertain their
direct impact on the
educational mission:

NSSC — National School Safety Center

Effective
Schools

Campus
Security

Student
Safety
Staff Safety
School
Safety
School
Climate
Attendance
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NSSC — ASSESSMENT FACTORS

Existing school safety plans.

Crisis response and disaster mitigation plans.
Anti-terrorist measures.

The current condition and safety of the facilities.

The use of environmental design to prevent crime and
disruption.

School safety policies, procedures and practices.
School discipline practices.

Employee recruiting, selection, supervision and training
practices.
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NSSC — ASSESSMENT FACTORS

The presence of gangs,
weapons, drug and alcohol
abuse.

The prevalence of bullying,
hazing, hate-motivated
behaviors and other forms
of harassment.

Recovery

School climate (staff, student and parents)

School/law enforcement partnerships and other safety-
promoting partnerships.

Emerging school safety trends, issues and concerns.

Prevention & School Safety Conference


http://www.state.nj.us/education/schools/security/task/about/

NSSC — SAFETY ASSESSMENT

A facilities audit.

A review of existing plans for crisis response and disaster
mitigation.

A review of student codes of conduct.

An analysis of School District policies related to student
safety and management issues and their compliance with
federal and state laws.

An analysis of crime prevention through environmental
design efforts.
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NSSC — SAFETY ASSESSMENT

Student input.

Discussions with key administrative personnel and local
law enforcement.

A review of recent media activity.

An analysis of recent school crime and disorder
incidents.

Commendations for
effective practices and
programs.

SO0 SAEETY (0]
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http://www.thevikingteam.com/Blog/Back-to-School-Safety

EFFECTIVE PLANNING

Leadership

Training & Partnership:
Practice Comprehensive
& Inclusive

KEYSTO
Living EFFECTIVE Collaborative
Document SAF ETY Communication
AND
SECURITY

Sharing & Ready PLAN S Common

Language (with
Access to Architects &
Information Contractors)

Plans for Tailored to
Diverse Needs Meet Individual
and Populations School Needs
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CONSTRUCTION OF SAFE SCHOOLS

MSD #134 - February 2007 Fire

In February of 2007 seventy-five percent of our Middleton High
School was destroyed by an electrical caused fire.

We took this opportunity to
rebuild our Middle / High
School with many safety
features (as desired by
Superintendent Luna & SDE).
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EXAMPLE OF SOME SAFETY FEATURES

Phones (VOL/Computer)

Classroom Doors

Stay locked from the corridors In every classroom

Magnetic Door Holds Secure Entrance Vestibule
Allows the entryway to be locked off once students
are in class.Visitors have to go to a window to check [
in and are admitted with a push of a button from the |~
Secretary.

Wk~ R ..

emergency / panic
inside the entry door. Pushing the panic button
activates all four (4) speakers in this classrooms and

Corridor Doors

Located on all wings to lock off desired sections
of the building

Punch Pads

Located throughout the building to avoid issuing
keys to: substitutes, referees, & guests

7
o
o888
(o J =]
E88
[+ QO N =

(.

All of the above are aesthetically pleasing as well.
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SAFETY SCHOOL ENTRANCE VESTIBULE
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POWER LOCK

ON THIS DOOR
S / <
H'-@* TALL SECURITY
Al BTOREFRONT -ALL GLAZING
D)

_./A\__
T THESE DooRs ARe
LOCKED FrOM FiesT
BELL UNTIL THE BEND
OF THE DAY
SECURITY
VESTIBULE
CONFERENCE
ROOM
e 11" HiGH CRIL ING
MIDDLETON HIGH WVWIESSTT | oupumeen OATE
SCHOOL REBUILD AR R Sl Wl ko ik
MIDDLETON SCHOOL DISTRICT #1344 Ty S TTEn T paee— SECURITY
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Again, aesthetically pleasing to patrons.
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SECURITY UPGRADE COSTS
MIDDLETON SCHOOL DISTRICT #1134

MIDDLETON MIDDLE / HIGH SCHOOL REBUILD

Security Systems

Per Teaching Per SFof # Stations /
Upgraded Security Items Descriptions Station Total Bldg Units Total Amount
Magnetic hold opens that can be release by the Principal (for a lock
down) shutting all six of the corridor doors and classrooms from one
Door Lockdown Upgrade switch. Classroom doors stay locked preventing access. $1,563 $0.48 16 $25,000

Vestibule security system that allows the secretary to control

Seturity Vestbule Upgrade entrance to the building by an electronic button. 65 L ks $12,600
Classroom Phones Telephones in every classroom $1,125 $0.34 16 $18,000
Panic Buttons One in every classroom (16) $1,531 $0.47 16 $24,497
Security Cameras Located inside and outside the school (to cover parking lots $2,278 $0.87 20 $45,560

Total Security Upgrade costs $7,284 $2.39 . $125,657
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NEW SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION

Round-Abouts for Safety Sake

Chance of 85%

death
when a 45%
pedestrian

Accident Severity

is hitby a
vehicle.
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Images courtesy of Alaska Roundabouts (left)
and Ow ston R oundabout Enginesrs (night)

Source; U K. Department of Transportation, Killing Speed and
Saving Lives, London, 1987

The two figures above: one illustrates the increased chance of death relative to
travelling speeds and the second shows the points of conflict within a standard
intersection versus a roundabout.
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MHS ROUNDABOUTS — DUAL LANES

. 9 > AN . : et

Total cost (with property purchase, design, etc.)
approximately $850,000.
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EMERGENCY ALERT BADGES
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This new system allows teachers and police
to communicate during emergencies.

The badges can send messages including
"medical,” "needs assistance" and "lockdown"
to school offices, police and other recipients.
They also transmit the wearer's location.

Skyview High School is the first in the State
to test the ID badge alert system.

This system costs between $20-30,000 for
the entire school of 1,200 (to equip all 50
staff members).
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CONCLUSION

Safety in our schools is
important and necessary
to support the academic
success of each child,
giving them the sincere
opportunity to learn and
achieve in a safe,
nurturing and appeasing
educational environment.
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DISCUSSION AND QUESTIONS

Additional Questions -- feel

free to contact me!

Dr. Richard Bauscher
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